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March 18, 2016

VIA ECFS

Marlene H. Dortch
Federal Communications Commission
445 Twelfth Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Notice of Ex Parte Presentation
Petition of Broadnet Teleservices LLC for Declaratory Ruling 
CG Docket No. 02-278

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On March 17, 2016, the undersigned, as outside counsel to Broadnet Teleservices LLC
(“Broadnet”), met with David Grossman, Chief of Staff and Media Policy Advisor to 
Commissioner Clyburn. During the meeting, I urged prompt action on, and reiterated the points 
made in, Broadnet’s Petition for Declaratory Ruling (“Petition”)1 in the above-referenced 
proceeding.  Specifically, I requested that the Commission declare that the plain language of the 
Telephone Consumer Protection Act (“TCPA”) demonstrates that the statute does not apply to 
calls made by government entities at all levels of government and that the Commission should
confirm that the TCPA and the Commission’s TCPA rules do not apply to federal, state, and 
local government entities and those acting on their behalf.

I referenced Broadnet’s February 29, 2016 notice of ex parte presentation, which explains 
that, consistent with the Supreme Court’s decision in Campbell-Ewald v. Gomez and other 
judicial decisions, not only does the TCPA not apply to the federal government, it also does not 
apply to state and local government entities.2 I noted that without a Commission declaration that 
the TCPA does not apply to state and local government entities, wireless-only citizens –
including an accelerating number of people of color, millennials, and individuals living in 

1 Petition for Broadnet Teleservices LLC for Declaratory Ruling, CG Docket No. 02-278 (filed Sept. 16, 
2015) (“Petition”).
2 See generally Notice of Ex Parte Presentation of Broadnet Teleservices LLC, CG Docket No. 02-278
(filed Feb. 29, 2016).
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poverty – will continue to be deprived of important opportunities to engage with their state and 
local governments. Finally, I discussed several examples of telephone town halls conducted by 
state and local governmental organizations that provided important information to the public, but 
that was only available to those with wireline phones.  For example, in Flint, Michigan, over 
19,000 wireless-only households missed out on the opportunity to receive vital information on 
the Flint water crisis and engage with government officials.3

Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned with any questions.

Sincerely,

/s Patrick Halley/
Patrick R. Halley

3 See Appendix A. More examples of telephone town halls made by local, state and federal government 
entities are available at www.wirelessnotvoiceless.com.
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www.wirelessNOTvoiceless.com

FLINT WATER CRISIS
A Telephone Town Hall reached some—but not those who 

needed it most—with life-saving information. 
Over 19,000 households in the impacted area  

were never called.

The citizens of Flint need to know. 
The water crisis in lint is not going awa  an time soon.  There is a lot of nger-
pointing and misinformation while citizens are worried about their children, health, 
homes and future. What they need is information, and the chance to ask questions of 
people who know what to do.

A State leader held a Telephone Town Hall to 
provide vital information. 
On January 28, 2016, Michigan State Representative and House Democratic Leader, 
Tim Greimel (MI-29), hosted an urgent telephone town hall on the Flint water 
contamination crisis. Joining Rep. Greimel were top policy-makers from other 
Michigan districts that are being impacted by the water poisoning. They provided 
important and life-saving information on the call, while answering citizens’ most 
pressing questions.

Over 19,000 households could not be called.
For the telephone town hall, the Representative called households in the districts 
impacted by the crisis—but only if they had a landline. Regulations prohibited 
them from calling mobile phones and providing those citizens with life-
saving information.   

Those who needed help the most were not on the call.
Familes with young children, minorities, low-income and inner-city residents—the 
ones most at risk in this crisis—are more likely to only have a mobile phone in their 
household and consequently miss out on this vital information. For that reason, the 
Representative had to exclude more than 12,000 households with people age 
50 or less—exactly who should have been called. 

For more information visit www.wirelessNOTvoiceless.com

7,835    Landline participants
0            Mobile participants

A sample of what was discussed:
“...there were laws that were 
broken...”

“...thousands of families in the 
Flint area may nd themselves 
homeless in less than 90 days...”

“...it is unclear what other health 
risks may still exist...”

“...lead can actually lower 
somebody’s IQ...”

“...right now their only solution 
is bottled water...”
















